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mon. | This to me leemetly /phinly tro Argnc, that you had 


fore the Law of Nature doth requireof all Men to obſerve rhe: 
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Page +. H E word Moral, accordingto the Com- 
mon ulage, isall one as to ay Nathral, 
and is oppoſed to that which is Cereme-- 

; i ia! or Poſitive, or of niver Inflitution.. 

T his being:{6, ( as you cannot Be ignorant of )F wonder you 

ſhould talk of removing the Veil of Obſcurity lying upon the 

word Moral, unleſs ir were, that” wantmg a ſohd Arifwer, 
you ha&a Mind to Qui bbleupon words; for you know that 

Arifotle and other Philoſophers have Written Books concern- 


Moral Duties, 'by which I believe you-your ſelf will con- 
icls, can-be undctſtood no other chan choſe Dinie that Na 
rural Reaſon exaterh of all Men, asthiey'ate Men. 

Page 2. In that you here barely ſay, that the main thing. 
1a Queſtion is undeniabl2; nartiely, That the Seventh day Sab- 
bath. #. 4s' Natnratly Holy, 4s the fx duys are Naturally Com- 


nottiing tnaterial roalladge to prove vour Aﬀertion. Other- 
ways-you know well 'tmough that L and almoſt all ocher- 
Chriſtans whatſoever deny it: Yea, I for my part, had 
brought many (as F believe ) conpincing Reaſons, ro ſhew: 
that { have good: ground for the denyal thereof, Neither 
doth it follow, 'thart becanſe God in the produttion of Natural 
things did not a# nnnaturally; neither \'was the Inſtitution of the 
Seventh-day-Sabbath contrary to- his Natnral intention ;\ there® 


: For roomit your own affirmation, that God' infi- 
tated the Sabbath, which plainly ſhewerhit not to be'Nata-- 
rel, and ſo Moral but Poſitive ; T might by the ſame Rea- 
fon Argue, that for as much a God did nor aft unnaturally- 

'2 i 


(4) 
in-preducing the Tree of the Knowledge of Sood and Evil; 
ncither was-.it contrary. to his Natural inclination to forbid 
the caring of the ſame; therefore it was a Moral and Natyra! 
Duty to abſtain from ir, which I think you your (elf will 
deny. If you do nor, certain. I am, thatas you will ſcarce 
find any wan that will Second you, lo wil it be altogether 
] ſible for you tro ſhew, That Nacural Reaſon (letting 
aſide the Commandments of God) did diQtate unto Aday, 
that he ought to-forbear the cating ot-that Tree above all the 
other Trecs of the Garden. Or why (tit be a Natwral and 
Moral Duty ) the ſame Tree is not ſet forth to us by God, 
that we may ſhew|our Obedience by abſtaining from it. Theſe 
Expreſſions of yours, that God did Celebrate and Obſerve 
the Seventh day Sabbath are unſound, there being no fuch 
thing affirmed of God in the Scripture, butonly of Men, (ec 
Levit. 23. 32. From Even to Even ſhall you Celebrate your Sab- 
bath. And Exod. 31. 16. The Children of I(rael ſpall keep the 
Sabbath to obſerve the Sabbath throughout their Genergtions. 
For to Celebrate ard Obſerve, ſuch or ſuch a time, arguerh 
that it hath been Commanded by ſome other. Morcover 
When God is faid tohave-SanQified or Ha/lowed the Sabbath, 
it was not that he himſelf, but that Men ſhould obſerve and 
keep ir holy, as appcareth by the Fourth Commandment. 

Page 3 Your Compariſon berween a Wile in Relation to , 
her nd, and the Sabbath in Relation-ro a Chriſtian, 
doth not hold. For Marriage, though in the beginning in- 
ſtiruted of God, is yet not of inſticution, but of Nature, the 
difference of ScAs Naturally requiring it without ſuch an In- 
ſirution. And this ( aslam told ) is acknowledged by Ari- 
fotle the beſt Naturalliſt that ever was, who ſaith; £th. 8. 
.Chap. 12. That' there « naturally Frienaſtip betwixt Man and 
Woman, and that Man was. Naturally made, rather. for Mar- 
riage tyan for Civil Society. But no ſuch thing as this can (1 
believe ) be alledged out of Ariſtole concerning the Obſerya- 
tion of the Sabbath. 

Page 4. That other Similitude of yours between! the Sun 
and the Sabbath, being wholly of your own making, withour 
any hint of the Tcripture, isalrogether frivolous, and proveth 
nothing. 


(5) he 


nothing And whereas yon Adviſe me toceaſe Polluti 
the Sevench-day-Sabbath-co'be Holy by Divine Inſtitution. 1 


wonder you ſhould fo boldly impoſe on me, when you know 


ſuſficicatly, even by this very writing of mine, which you 


endeayour to anſwer, that I deny the Seventh-day-<abbath 


now to be Holy, belieying it, as being a ſhaddow, to k<done 
away by Chriſt.  Neicher doth that Paſſage, Heb. 4. 9. in- 
timatc the. contrary. For when:that” Divine | Anthor ſaith 

there remaineth therefore a reſt, ( fo I 'am told the wort 

aCCancu.s rightly rendred, as will appear by two paſlages 
of the Spnagine, Exod. 16. Jo. Lev. 23. 32. where the word 
is ({o uled. ) to the People of God, he meaneth'rior the re/t of 


the Scventh-day-Sabbarh, bur the reſt of the Kingdom of. 
Heaven, or ( as the Author ftileth it,\-Verſe the 15: ) the reſt © 


God, into which whoſoever is entred, he alſo hath ceaſed 
rom hisownworks, as God did from his. | | 
But to ceaſe from our own works, as God did fto.n- his, is 
. toccale from:them, as neverto return again tothem'; not. ro 
ccaſe tor one day; and then to Labour again'/as dehe Agtis, 
this reſt, .is inferred from thoſe words; verſe. 6. and {o atc 
mcaat of ſuch a reſt,- into which the T/-2e/ites did 'not enter 
becauſe of Ulnbelief. But Mo/es teſtifieth rhat they kept the 
Reſt of the Sevench-day:-Sabbath,” Exod. 16.30. Moreover, 
thisisa Reſt imo which we ſhould labour to ctiter'; but thete 
ncedeth no labonring 'to: reſt on the Sevemth-day-Sabbmth; 
Finally, when iris here ſaid, there remaineth''a Reft, this 
plainly implyed that the Reſt here ſpoken of, is ſomething 
for the People of , and fonor enjoyed at 


that is | 
pri, and therefore nor the Reſt of the Seventh-day-Sab- 
ch. 


Thus/mmuch appearcrh. from the lame'wotd thus uſed 

Ro EE re Shet the Sncuth ey #: 6h 
Page 6. Xour [! the Seventh tay &' Pvery W. 

Moral. both by N fre, Produttion, and by Primifive Ka Mc 
ſheweth plainly, that youare miſtaken in the true Notion of 
Morel, and my uſe of the ſame. For I (as/appeareth by my 
words, which you cite, page t. ) diſtingvith that which 1s 
Moral from that whuchis of Inſtitution, Am 4 
15.97 oral, 


ng o 
the Sabbath, - in'as much as-I have ( fay da Facknowledged 
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(6) 
Morat, which the light of Nature diQtateth, that it oughit to 
be, or at lcaſt may laudably be done, though God had not 
Inſtitured, and enjoyned the ſame'; which'if* you can make 
good, concerning the Obſervation of the Seventh-day-Sab- 
bath, then will I ccadily afſenc to you that it is Moral. | 

Page 7. Where did you learn, that rhe work of the Law, 
Written in mens Natural hearts, « the Old Covenant ? For,doth 
not 'the Scripture oppoſe the New Covenant to that Cove- 
nant which God made with the Children. of 1/rael, when he 
brought them aut of Egypt, Heb. 8.8, p 19. And doth not 
the Author of that Epiltle, in the 13th. Verſe affirm, Thar 
in as much ashe ſaith, a new GCavenant, he hath madethe firſt 
old s So that it undeniably follows, That the firſt Covenanc 
which God made withthe 1/raelites, when he: bronghe them 
out of Egypt, is the Old Covetiant. Ir is allo as evidem, thas 
the words of the Law is that Old Covenant, there being no 
other Old Covenant, bur the Law delivered. in Writing by 
Moſes, Again, wheredid you learn, That tbe words of the 
Law, written in the Chriſtzans hearts, is the tiew Covenant ? 
"T's true indeed that the Scripmires ſaith, ; the New Covenant 
conſifterh in rhis, That God will write his Laws in his peoples 
hearts, but doth not affirm, that he will writc the words of the 
Law ( whereby Moſes Law is uſually alone undetſtood in the 
Scripture Yon their Hearts: So that by the Irws which God 
promilcth to write on the Hearts of his People, muſt necds be 
underſtood, not the /aws which he had forterly: delivered 
by. Moſes,.. the Modiator, of the: Old Covenam,/bur 'tho(t 
which he would aftetwards dclivet by Chriſt, rhe; Madiaror 
of the New Covenant. Whereby: you may perceive, that 
the-New Covenant differs ffony the Old! im the very. laws 
that, were written, as Well as: in-- the- Tables wheteon .they 
were written, ( theſe being Tables of-the Heary, the -other 
Tables ſtonc:) andaito inthe; Inftrument of: wticidg them, 
( theſe being- written by the Spirizof the Living God, heorhet 
with Ink ) 2 Cor. }. J. So that: your Error m' diſtinguſhing 
( as youdid))the Old Covenant: from the New, is copfpicu- 
ous  Asfoxthoſewords then, Rom. 2: 15: by the: works. of the 
law,. is. meant he. works of Moſes Law. (for of char = 

| | teat 


the Condition of 


(.7.9 
treated in the fore-poing words) and conſequently the word 
or matter, or things ( for theſe Expreſſions amount- to the 
ſame ) of Moſes Law, written in the Heatts'of the Genti/es; 
notrhe ings that are therein, meerly of Inſtiexion,' and fo 
Ceremonial or Poſitive, ( for none can know ſuch things un- 
leſs they be told him ) but only thoſe that be Natural and 
Moral. For that ſuch: things of the Law were written in 
the Hearts of the Gentiles, appcarerh every where. by their 
writings, and for the breach of them: rhey ace reprove& 14 
the Scnprure, as the Tyrrians are blamed:-for nor-keeping Co- 
venant, Amos I. 9. Edomites for Cruelty, ibid. ver: 11. 
The Ammorites, for inſulking over other mens . Calamiries, 
Ezek. 25. 3. But no where ſhall you find, that. the Heathens 
are Rebuked in Scripture for nor keeping the Sabbath ; nei- 
ther is there any hint in , their Wrirings, that they thought 
themſclyesbound to fuch a Dury.' ' Wherefore it is manifeſt 
that che k of the Sabbath is. no Mora! Duty, which 
the Light of Naurcdoth diftate unto men, that they ought 
to petform. But you will, perhaps, demand of me, how 
Chriftians” exbelte 'xhar of Hearhens and 
Jews, if the work of the Law was writer it the Hearts of 
the one, as Pax! retificth;, and, the' word of chg'Paw was in 
the Heart of the 'orher, 'as' Moſer faith, Part. 14. 'The 
word is nigh thee, in thy Month, and it thy Heart, that thon 
mayeft dd it. 'F Anſwer, that the difference lycth chiefly in 
two things: Firſt, the "things'qf the Jaw are nor ſaid ro bi 
written in the Hearts ether qt- rms, 3s ! 
of the living God, ( and ſo-not fo phinly an Upcaff Le- 
| tothe )the contrary whereof is affirmed of Chriftiang. 
ndly, their Hearts are not ſaid to be of Fleſh, 
but on the contrary, the Jews hearts arecalted hearrSofftone, 
' Ezeh, 11. 19. which may be as truly affirmed of the Heathehs 
hearrs; whereas the hearts of Chriftians are by Part termed 
Hearts of Fleſh, 2 Cor. J.-J.” 3 O | _ ; oF | 
Page ? You are here, as'well as, ini orher pafſagesof your” 
Book, ſomewhar injurious to'me, in impofing chat upon me, 
which: I ncither -faid nor meant. Fot did I give this A 
ground for us toforger che -day-Sabbath, ww -_ 
SP + yp 1a 
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hath Commanded us to remember it? Yea, do I not again 
, and again tell you, that God hath no where Commanded us 
Chriſtiansroremember-any ſuch Sabbath 2 | 
; WharcanlI with. Reaſon conclude from hence, but that 
you had a mind to! render me Contemprtible in the cycs of 
the Brethren, by a(cribing ſo Ridiculousa kind of Reaſoning 
ro me? As little ingenious is vour Reprehenſion of me, a 
little after, ying, that I am iiſaken,. in denying thatto be 
Naturally Moral which depends upon Memory, where you 
leave out the words, 4s to krow, as you do in ſundry other 
Paſſages afterwards, which expreſſion quite varicth the.Caſc. 
For certainly that which a man cannot know bur by means 
of his memory, is {uch a thing as is not Naturally written in 
his heart, bur luggeltd to, kim from without, Neither doth 
the greatncls and! goodnels of God depend upop memory, « 
ro how ,Whuch, words you. again leave our, dealing as un- 
fat ly as; before. . For jr 18 Naturally imprinted in the 
Heart of every. map, that God is good and: great, but nor 
that we ought to keep the Seventh-day-Sabbath, as will ap- 
pear to any man that ueikey with the Writings of )ſuch 
gzare moctly Naruzalifty' 
.: The Galpe, 3510. the principle Myſteries therefore, tran- 
ſcendeth the Natural 1 KL of wan to find out; For 
the Apoſtle intimareth, when he (aith, We preachthething, 
that neither Eye hath feen, 'nor Ear hath heard, neither hath 
it. come up into the Per t of, par. Wherdore no man was 
bound to know, or pub " of tangy Wihoue: Niyiac Re- 

vclation and, Command.. . Ang conſequently x4 arc 1 
* Naturally Moral that bcing Naturally Moral, Which.is taught 
by he foghr.of Naney: | a 

Page 12.*Tis crue, a Child can of himſelf no. more know 
who are his Parents, than he can which is the, Scy-nth day. 
Bur proyc;thar it is as park written in, zhe Nature and Hean 
of man, thar he Thould Celebrate the- Seve th day; when he 
isrold which day.of the; Week 1s.jt; as that he ſhould honour 
his Parents, when hc hath once, gatnied who axe they. Were 
chis ſo, the Heathen, *who are. very ſtudious'of the Law of 
Nature, and have Jefe us Excellent Trxagils goncering. the 

| | , * me, 
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Tame, wpuld as well have delivercd Precepts about the Ob- 
vvagen of the Sabbath, as they do- about Honouring our 
rents | | $4 
Pag. 13. When I affirm, that the Sabbath was a ſign of 
Gods -SanCtifying his own People you would (had you in- 
tended-the finding out of the 'Þ ruth, and not abuſing. borh 
of - your ſelf and others with a vain ſhew) calily haye per- 
ceived by the Text cixed by me out of Ezekie/, forthe Proof 
thcreoh, that] meant ir in relation to Gods People, under the 


- Old Covenant, and not under the New. 


Pag. 14 You deny that ever the Sabbath did ſteop to' any 
Law, cither Ceremonial or Moral, becauſe ('fay,you) this 
and other Moral Laws have evermore :ſubmirted-to the: Will 
and Pleaſure of the Royal Law-giver. How-doth this-dib- 

rove 'my Argument , unlels you do withal ſhew, that the 
Law-giver never willed the _ of the Sabbatl: to be bro» 
ken, that other Precepts might be kept The contrary where- 
of is very evident from the Texts of Seripwure that Þ hayc als 
ledged in my third Reaſon; alſo froni Numb.28.9. where 
Ccitain Sacrifices are enjoyned by God, to be Offered on the 
Sabbath day, which could not. be done without : the breach 
of the Fourth Commandment of the Decalogue, where all 
manner of Work is forbidden: on that day. - Accordingly, 
the Pricſts on the Sabbath-day did in the Temple Profane che 
Sabbath, and were blamecleſs, as Chriſt ſpeakerh, Mar. 12.5. . 
Here you ſee plainly that the Law of the Sabbath is broken, 
and that by S ill of God, that the Law of Sacr ficcs 
might be kept. Bur you ſhall never find in the Scriprure , 
that the Law concerning Mercy, Rightcouſneſs, Faith, or 
any other,nadoubted: Moral Duty,” 1s:ever Profaned, that the 
Sabbath might be:kept. Fat when you alledge on the con- * 


trary, that the Moral Law,' winch ſaith, Thou ſhatt not feat, 


or Covet, doth ſtoop as low as'that of the Sabbath, and for 
Proof thercof, cite Exod. 11.2. you are miſtaken, for the 1/- 
rae/ites are there Commanded by God, neither to Steal, nor 
co Covet, but only: ( as ] am told the. inſpeftion of the Hebrew 
words will inform you) roask of the Ropers Veſiels of Sil- 


yer, and Veſlelsof Gold. Bur * ask ſomcthing of another, 
Was 


th (10) 


&/as never yet counted tobe a breach of either the Eighth or 
Tenth Commandment of the Decalogue. Neither is that 
Moral Law, Thou ſpalt net kill, violated ; or as you term ir, 
proſtirured by that Command of God, Ger. 22. 12. For ag 
much as the killing forbidden in rhe fixth Commandment, is 
by God hitmfelf, Exod. 21: 12, bs explained to be coming 
upon a man prefumptuoutly, ana ſlaying him with puile ; 
heither of Which can be laid of 4brahen!s attempt to his 
Son, he having received an expreſs Commandment from 
God todo ir. Neither was that Moral ſentence of acquittin 
ona na eg Fo condemning the Wicked, ſubzxRed, an 
as ir were, fubyerted (fo you are: pleaſed to ſpeak) in the 
Death of Chriſt; for the Tews that Condemned and killed 
ow Foy by God in the Scripture ounced to haye done 
it 


icked hands, A#s2. 23. andt ox png exhorred 


to t, that they might reccivethe Remilſion of their ſing, 
ver. 8. Which 1fication 15 not contrary to thoſe words of 
the Law, 1 will not Fuftifie the Wicked, Exod. 23. 7, Which 
are mcant of ſuch a Juſtihcation,whereby the Wicked Per- 
fon is Approved an Vindicaredjand not whereby he is For- 
you upon his Repentance, and turning from his Wicked- 


nels. 

You ſhould have done rightly to prove, and not barely 
aſſert, thar Natures Lawnever allowed a man to have more 
Wivesthan one: For though I freely grant, that the Law of 
Nature doth diftatc it to bebetterfor a man to content him- 
ſelf with one Wife, yer doth it not ſuggeſt chat the contrary 
is ſinful, howbeir the Law of Chriſt hach now made ir fo, 
And a wonder it is to ſee what pains many men take” ( bur 
without ſucceſs ) to prove that hs x 0-4 is contrary to the 
Law of Nature. You fhould likewile haye proved, thatthe 
AR of Hoſea the Prophet, in Marrying one that had been 
an Harlor, wavegnin the Law either of God or Nature, and 


not have taken it for granted. TER. 

Pag. 16. When the Diſciples of Chriſt did pull the Ears of 
Corn on the Sabbarh-day, and car them, rubing them with 
their Hands,they didCas the Phariſees _— to them )whar - 
was not Lawful todo on the Sabbath. F 


r though the Law 
allowed 
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Dent. 23. 25. yer mightnot this be done'on | the Sabbath, as 
-beinga breach of che Fourth Commindinient, ' This that 
. have aid is further confirmed by our Jariones: Anbyer'ed th 
Phariſees,wherein are ſomany notable Conliderations, clearly 
-evincing the Ceremoniality of.the Sabbath, that this one Hi- 
ſtory is abundantly ſufficient to determine the Queſtion in De- 
bate between us. For firſt, our Saviour defendeth the breach 
of the Sabbath in his Diſciples, by the At of David, who be- 
-ing hungry brake the Ceremonial Law. of God, in cating 
the Shew-bread, which none bur the Prieſtsgyerec allowcd to 
cat. Bur ſhould our Saviour have defended the breach . of a 
Mora! Law, by the breach of a Ceremonial one, who would 
-nor preſently have diſcerned the diſparity 2 Secondly, he Jo 


allowed a man to pull Ears of Corn in another mans Field; 


 ſifiech it by the deed of the Prieſts, who Offering Sacrifices 
in the Temple on the Sabbath, did Profanethe ſame.,and yer 


were blameleſs. Where he intimateth that the Temple was 
more Sacred than tle Sabbath, becauſe in that place the Sab- 
bath was Profancd without blame. Thirdly, he Arguerh 


that the Diſciples did well in breaking the Sabbath upon ſo.ur- 
gent an Occaſion, becauſe God deſired Mercy and not Sacri- 


ce: Where by Mercy he meancth all Moral Duties, p_ 
which Mercy is eminent; as by Sacrifices he underſtandeth all 
-Ceremonial and poſitive Duties, inasmuch as Sacrificeis chicf 


.among ſuch performances. That this isthe righc meaning of 
:the words, andnot that Fancy of yours rouching the Sacrifice 


of the Sabbath, 4 ro by the uſe of them to the ſame pur- 
ſec, Mat. 9. 13. For when the Phariſeesblamed our Saviour 

or cating with Publicans and Sinners, Chriſt, in detence of 
himſelf, bidderth them- go and learn whatthatis, I will have 
Mercy and not Sacrifice : T hereby intimating that to abſtain 


from ſuch Company, was to be reckoned amongſt Sacrifice 


and Ceremonialthings; but to be Familiar with them of par- 
poſe to Convert them, was a work. of Mercy, and fo might 
be upon Occaſion obſerved with the breach of the other. This 


being lo perſpicuous, how isit that you ſhould ſay, Thatti/7 now 


u never met with any that charged our Saviour with putting upon 


the Sabbath the Tittle of Sacrifice ;; ſince it is apparent by: the 
B 2 Diſcouric 
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Diſconrſe and Prattice of all Chriftians in general -through- 
alit the whole World, thatthey cfteem the Obfervation's| 
the $cyenth-day-Sabbath to be Ceremonial, .and fo firly com- 
priſed - by our Savionr, under the appellation of 'Sacrifice. 
Again, how 1is'its thar to deceive the ſimple; you thould caſt 
forth. fo any empry Expoſtulations, and talk-of my cen- 

1 


ſuring Chriſt himſelf as Ceremomil > To which putpote you 
alledge (though very impertinently) rhdſe words, Heb. 40. 
12. Bit this meatt, after be had offered oneSacrifee for fits. And 
whereas it js cvident, that the word. Sacrifice: in the tore+ciced 
of Hoafeg, is meant of 'the Ceremonial Sacrifice'dt the 

w, amongſt wtuch the Sacrifice of: Chriſt ought mor to be 
reckoned, for after God had ſaid, 1 defired Mercy,end not Sa- 
crifice, he preſently addeth, and the knowletge of God more than 
Burnt Offerings. Þy which it appearcth chac by Sacrifice he 
meaneth ſuch Sacrifice as was joyned with Burnt Offerings, 
pecoring to the preſcript of the Law, ro which Fer. Chap. 7. 
21. alluding, faich, Put your Burnt Offerings to: your Sacrifices 
and eat Fleſh. ] ſhould ak little Comfort in diſcovering thelſc 
ſhameful miſtakesof yours, were it not thar I law you went 
about coRob us of our Chriſtian Liberty, and tobringusimo 
Bondage unto the: weak and Beggarly Rudiments' of the 
World. Fourthly, our. Saviour Warrants the violation of 
-che Sabbath in his Diſciples, becauſe the Srbbath was made for 
man, and not mar for the Sabbath, and therefore ought to yield 
to the: Neceſhities of man. Which thing alſo ſhewerh char 
the Sabbath is Cerertwniat For as for Moral Daties, the Scrip- 
ture teſtifiech that man was made for them. Thus Acts 17. 
26,27. Paul ſaith, 'that God made mankind to ſeeks the Lord, 
which all will confeſs to'be a Mora/ Duty. And Ephe/. 2. 10. 
We are hu making (ſo Iam told the Greek word ſignihierh ) 
Created in Chrift Jeſus unto good Works, which God hath before 
prepared, that yo ne watk in them. Bur the good Works 
enjoyned in the Goſpel, are by all confetſed to be Moral, and 
not Ceremonial Performances. 

Fifthly, Ir is ſaid, that for 4s much as the $1bbath ws mace 
for Man, and not Man for the Sabbath, therefore the Sim of 
Mn i Lord even of the Sabbath. Which words imply, rhat 
thc 


({:8) 
the Son of Mas could 5 .in caſe of Mans Neceſliey ,-.dif- 
| : pence with the Law of che Sabbath, othcrways ay Was he 
| | Lord of ir? For doth nor _bis.being'Lord »of ir, fGignifiethar 
| he was above it, and bad Power over it2 Bur no where is.it 
. aid or intimared in the Scripture, that che $0n; of Man, yea, 
any other, is Lord of Morg{ Ducics,' they, being in. cheicown - 
Naryre indiſpeniable, 'in that: they . agree ta Many as he; is:a 
'Raripnal 4nd-.Spciable Ccature, * and, ſo bound to AQ Ra 
tienably-and fJociably.” Neither did you,ever Read that ſuch 
Duties + have in Scrigtiire. been. by . Chriſt: diſpenſed with : : 
AV herefore thote Expreiſions,of yours which-yau- To. often 
inculcate in your.Boak, That the._Sabbathus made for Man, - 
aud that Chr, is Lord of the Sabbath, do: ( bing 1 only "un- 
.derſtood ) ſubvert Your Opinion, -incimating chat the abbath - 
is- Ceremonial, and ay .Lawtvlly.upan an eniergent Ne- 
ceſſity, of: Man he,diſpenied-wirh. , Far the Walls of "Fericho - 
were {urrounded for leven days togethcr,and canſequently on 
the Sabbath is evident. Bur that the ſeventh day of the-ſur- 
rounding was the Sabbath, appcarcth -not out of :the:Texr. - 
For to evince that, you mull ſhew, that thcy began to furraund ' 
' the Ciry on the firſt day of the Weck, whereas no ſuch thing 
.is ſo auch as hinted in the Sacred Text. Wherefore that 
which you infer from thenee, touching the extraardinary 
Dignity that was put upon the Sabbath, in that the Ciry was * 
taken Miraculouſly upon that, day, is altogether groundleſs.-. 
"'Howbeir, this is certain from the ſtory, (as I before hinted ) - 
that the Sabbath was broken, 1it-as much asto Compals a City 
in a Hoſtile manner on that day,is to Profane it; by Working * 
upon 1r, contrary to the Fourth Commandment. -, Hi 
Sorthat this plainly {hewcrh\the Obſervation of the Sabbath » 
ro be no Mora! Duty , as being diſpenſed with.-. What:yau + 
farther ſay of Fericho's being a Type of Babylon, and of the © 
man of fin's changing the Times, are more oroundleſs ſurmiſes,. 


| 

| than what you before ſpake concerning the taking of Jericho - 

on the Sabbath-day, as would eaſily appeary if you attem ; 

| .to confirm thoſe Notions of yours by the Scripture y - 
and ſoundly Interprered. 
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Pag. 29. Here you confels as much as I deſire, namely, 
"That the Infitution of the Sabbath-cometh only from the power 
and authority of God. For this unanſwerably proves it to 'be 
Ceremonial; the difference berween'a Mora! and Ceremonial 
Law lying in this, that the one is Naturally written in the 
Heart of Man, and {o-ought to 'be Obſerved, though God 
had not Commanded it; { whence'theHeathens, to whom 
God bad not made known himſelf, nor given any Com- 
mandments and Judgments, are neyetthelels grievouſly Re- 
prehended by the Prophets for not Obſerving Mora? Duties ; 
. See pags'y. ore-going. ) Whereas Ceremonial Laws depend 
-meerly upon the Will and Authoriry of God Commanding 
them. Where I admire that you ſhould Reprove me for 
ſuggeſting That the Sabbath receives Being, and takes Riſe frone 
ed ay Sn #5. RE Power, > _ a 
thority 0 u ch only you your ſelf ground the 
'\Obſervation o che Sabbath ſomething withoutus? 
Pag.21.How irrational therefore are your words, where 
(contradifting your ef) you ſay, *7is unfeemlyto aſſert, that 
:the Ceremonial Laws did ever rife from any Reaſon without ut, 
-for even their ſpring-head was Originally from the Pleaſure and 
Providence of God ? For is not the Pleaſure of God a Reaſon 
without us? And arenot fuch Laws as flow from the Pleaſure 
.of the Law-giver meer Placits, and fo Poſitive and Ceremonial 
-things? For inſtance, the ſacrificing of Beaſts, was ic not a 
Thing.that ſprang from the Pleaſure of God? And is it not 
therefore Ceremonial, there being no other Obligation upon 
Men to perform ir, but the Command of God? fo tha the 
innin@ion of God.about that matter now ceafing, weare no 
| Jonger bound thereunto. 'Tis true, that Mora! Precep:s arc 
ſometimes in the Law inforced by reaſon from wirhour, as 
"Obedignce ro God, from dcliverance out of Egypt; but then 
theſe Preceprs do not Origivally fpring from {ſuch Reaſons, 
bur from the Law of Nature, .to which thoſe other Confi- 
derations are added, and conſequently Men have a new Ob- 
Jigation ro ſich Duties, which they were betore bound by = 
Nature to pcrform. 
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Pag, 24- To prove that the ſabbath is not- Moral] alledged 
chat it is called a Sign, and. a Covenent. , The olga 
wanting a.ſolid Anſwer hercunto, and intending here, as he 
doth pag. 16. to make a. Flouriſh, faith, that I may; as well 
prove our Saviour himſelf to be a Ceremony.,for as. mucls.-as 
' the ſame Titles are piven ro him; though the P ages that. 
he citeth, reach not home to his purpoſe ( as will calily, ap- 

pear..co him that ſhall confer. them with thoſe concerni 

the Sabbath. ) Yer I willing joyn Ifſne with him, and = « 
firm that in as much as-Chrilt iscalled a Sign and a. Caye- 
nant, it doth unavoidabiy follow, that the Myſtery of Chriſt 
is.ſuch a.thing as depcndethnot on the Law and light. of: Na- 
ture; but-only. on the good pleaſure of God, as Cheil him» 
ſelf intimateth, Fohy,G. 40. This is the will of: him that. fent 
me; that whoſsever beholdeth the Son, and believed on hin, 
ſFould have Eternal Life. And Paul Eph. I. 5. faith plainl 
Having predelinated us unto the adoption of Children throug 
Teſus Chriſt unto himſelf, according to the good wy ua of his 
will. Neither will it be p_ to prove that by-the light of- 
Nature ( ſetting aſide the Commandment of God ) we are 
directedto believe in Chriſt, and expe& Salvation from hin, 
Sothatl retort the Adverſaires ſimilitude upon him, and con-- 
clude firmly-fromthence,. that as the Myſtery of Chriſt is not: 
Moral.but dependeth on the good Pleaſure of God, ſoneither.is+ 
| the obſervation of the Sabbath which he compareth therewith. - 

Pag. 25. In this Page the Adyerlary, ſpeaketh out, and* 
ſheweth, that though he often menrions the Name ot Chriſh, . 
and Chriſtians, yet hisdeſign is,by this DoCtrine ofthe Seventhe - 
day-Sabbath, to bring us from Chriſt uoro Moſes, for he:ex- 
_ prefly ſaith, I kyow wo newer Covenant than the Covenant of Life - 
and Peace, which was made with Levi, Mal. 2. 5. FotsSnoc- 
Gods Covenant with Chriſt Jeſus newer than his Covenant: 
with Levi ? Or is not his Covenant with'Levi, thatwhich he © 
made by the hand of Moſes the Levite, . when I{rae! came out” 
ot Egypt > Why is Chriſt called the Mediator of 4 better Cove-. 
nant, and thereby oppoſed ro the Levitical Prieſts, Heb- 1 8: 
21. 22. If there be no newer Covenant of Life and Peace,.. 


than that which of Old was made with. Levi ? Behold m_ 
ore* 
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Oye Brethreurtliar love the Lord Jeſus and his Goſpel 
Ne Atrerfary here doth caſt off his V ard, acknowleds 
ing no.new Covenant to bemade with Chriſt, bur chattheold 
$Covecnartt with. Levi is ſtill in torce. For it this/befo, why 
do we norpreſently renouncethe Goſpel, andtake uponusthe 
Obſervance of the Law, which was received underthe Leviti- 
cal Prieſthood? Why do we not crun_Fews? For you leethis 
is che Mark, at which the -Adverfary, notwithſtanding his 
ſpecions Pretencestothe contrary, doth indeed ain, 
-  Pag- 27. That none before Moſes time was under Reprod, 
.eirher from their own Conſcience, or from God (that we 
;Read of )for breaking the Sabbath, is an cvident Proof, that 
the Sabbath. is nor Mora/;; elſe why thopld they nothaye been 
\Repfoved for: the breach: of that as wel as of other. Duties, 
-#hich arc confeſſedly Moral 2 NeitherBicto the matter to ſay 
. as youdo, that the th was in force before Moſes, unleſs 
you prove it to betherefore in force, becauſe the Law of Na- 
rure did ſuggeſt it unto Men, which you have not yer, nor 
-eyer ſhall be able co evince. If youthereupon demarid, how 
-4r could be, tharGod-ſhould have Commanded it from the 
beginning,and yer the Patriarchs not be blamed for negle&t- 
ingit? I Anſwer, becauſe ir I out of knowledge, as 
'tharpaſlage,Neh.g.14. ſhewerh, where itis ſaid, Thou madeſt khrown 
agtto them thy Holy Sabbath. But none canbe juſtly reproved 
:for not obſerving a Ceremonial and -Poſitive Law, when it is 
once grown out of knowledge and forgotten ; and this is the 
Reaſon, why the word Remember is prefixed to this, and ro 
-no ether of the 'I'en Commandments; implying that the . 
Sabbath; being of Inſtitution, and no part ofthe Law of Nature, 
 asthe other Nine Commandments are, mightin after Ages,as 
wellasit had:formerly, be mrerly forgorren Page 34. Though 
the word Sabbath be not mentioned Fxo7. 16. 4, 5: yer is'the - 
thing it ſelf rhere plainly intimated, when God ſaith, Or the 
ſixth dey. they ſhall prepare what they bring in, and- it ſhall be 
twice as much as they gathered daily. For why ſtould that 
which they brought in on the ſixth day be prepared and be 
doubleto'what they gathered daily, but becauſe rhey might 
not prepzre or garher any Meme on the Seventh day, oo 
| ought 
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ought to keep ir. tor'a Sabbath of Reſt > So thar it is truly af- 
Armed by Moſes, ver. 23. thar che Lord had faid, to morrow 
is the Reſt of the Holy Sabbath, in that he had before Com+ 
manded theny to gather on the ſixth day twice as much as 
they did npon any other day, and alſo to prepare-it. Where- 
ore it is undeniable thar God Commanded the Sabbath in the 
tourth and fifth Verſe of the (ixteerh Chapter of Exotus. 

Pag. 49. Thar Text, Co/. 2. 16, 17. is fo directly oppoſlitc 
tothe Adyerſarics Opinion, and ſhincth with fo full a Light, 
that it is no marvel chart he ſhonld ſtrive. might and main to 
raiſe up a whole Cloud of Duſtto obſcure it; but all in vain, 
{ecing he may fooner darken the Sun-ir (elf. For firſt, when 
the Apoſtle here fairch, Let no man judge you in meat or drink, 
doth he not-thereby {1gnifie, 'tharthe difference of mears and - 
drinks mm cnjoyned by'God, doth now ceaſe 2 Secondly, 
when he addethy or xr reſpet# (fo {am rold) ought the words 
to be rendred, as will appear by comparing 2 Cor. 3. 19. and 
Chap. 9. 3. ( where the ſame cxpreſſion is fo uſed ) of an Hoty- — 
day (or Feaſt) or New Moon, or $4bbath: Doth notthis in'like 
manner ſhew, that neither the.Fea#s or New Moons formerly 
Commanded to the People of God, do more bind Chriſtians 
than the differcace of mcars and drinks aforeſaid. But if they 
be nor obliged ro oblerve chem, they are by the ſame Reaſon 
as lictle bound to keep the Sabbath z which is here -pur. in rhe 
ſame Rank with Feafs and New Moons: Neither can it be de- - 
nyed that by the Sabbath is here meant the Seventh-day-Sab- 
bath. For there is no place in all the New Teſtament where 
the word Sabbath (in Greek To #«CCarey or n odccere) doth 
ſignifie any other than the Seventh-day-Sabbarh. - Yea, be- 
ing ſimply pur (fo that it is nor ſaid, ſuch or ſuch 2 time ſhall, 
Le to you a Sabbath, or to the Land) doth always in thc Old 
Teſtament-denote the Seventli-day-Sabbarh: :'' Again, the Sab- 
bath is here diſtinguiſhed from Feafs and New Moons, and 
therefore can be in derided of no other than the Seyenth-day- 
Sabbath. For though, as yon.ObjcR, the word Feafs, when 
put by it felf, may comprehend the Seventh-day-Sabbath ( as 

haps it doth, Lev. 23. 23): yerwhen ir is joyned with $2b- 

aths, it cannot do lo (for —_ the ſame thing wottd be 
| twic: 
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twice exprefied)) and rhis is manifeſt from that Texr, Lev. 23; 
37, 38. Theſe are the Fealts.of the Lord,which you ſhall Proctaim 
to be Holy.Convocations, beſides the Sabbaths of the Lord. As 
for other Sabbaths belides the Seventh-day-Sabbarh, they are 
comprehended under the word Feafs : So that in the foreſaid 
paſlage, Ce/. 2. 16. by Sabbath joyned with Feaſts and New 
Aons,can no othcr Sabbath be pothbly meant but the Seventh. . 
day-Sabbath, as tholc inſtances which in my former Diſcourſe 
I alledged out of the Old Teſtament do clearly prove, ncither 
ſhall ſo much as one inſtance be alledged out of the New to 
the contrary. - And whereas you further Objet (thongh as 
liccle to the pron as before.) that we ſhall find one Sabbath 
fo far from being a Feaf, that it is the day of ſevere Afiftion. 
Hayec I not here juſt cauſe again to tax you for Quibbling up- 
on words, {ceing it is apparent fromthe 4th. Verſc of this 237: 
of Levit. that'by Feafts are not meant times of Relly-cheer, but 
Holy Convecations, wherein men ceaſed from rheir drdinary 
Labour, and were employed in gh Duties, whether 
they made Mirth,or AMicted their Souls In, the third placc(ro- 
return to the fore-cited Text, Co/. 2.16, 17.) Wherethe Apo- 
file ſuper-addeth, which are a ſhadow of things to come, but the 
Body i of Chrit. This hath relation to rhe five things men- 
tioned in the 86th. Verſe, at leaſt ro that which is immediately 
fore-going the Sabbath. So that the Sabbath ( diſtinguiſhed 
from Feaſts and New Moons, and {o actording to the perpetual 
uſage of the Scriptures, ſignifying no other than the Seventh- 
i IRes) is by che Apoſtle Paul called 2 ſhadow; the Body 
whereof is exhibited to us-in- Chriſt, namely, in the Eyer- 
laſting Sabbath of the Kingdom of Heaven. Wherefore to 
bring us back to ſhadows, after that the Body is come, is nar 
only Prepoſterous} but tenderht to the enſkaving us nrider the 
Rudiments of the World, and inſtead of Sons to make us 

Servants. | 
Pag. 57. Foras much asthe Adverſary, not only here, bur 
elſewhere in his Book faith, that Chriſt delivered'the Law ro 
T/rael at Mount Sinei. Fwould fain hear from him why the 
Scriptures, Heb. 8.6, and 12. 24; allcth Jefus the Mediator of- 
a Newand better Govenant f For certainly this en, thar- 
ome 
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ſome other Perſon was the Mediator of the Old and woſe Co. 
venant. Again, why doth the Apoſtle John prefer Chriſt 
before Mo/es in this regard, namely, that whereas the Law was 
; grven by Moles, Grace and Truth came by Feſus Chriſt, Chap. 1. 
17. Undoubredly this ſtrongly Argueth that the Law was not 
given by Chriſt; whercfore you deal ridiculouſly, in deſiring 
ae to take heed of perſwading others to tranſgreſs any one 
word that Chriſt immediately Commanded at Mount Sinai. 
| 4 w__ purpoſe do you beſtow ſuch_Elegics npon the Law 
of God? | ' {= 

Pag..61. Is it not to inſinuate into the Minds of the un- 
wary Readers, that 1 am a Contemner, yea, an Oppoſer 
thereof? Whereas I think very Honourably of ic, as bein 
Holy, Juſt, and Good: Only I believe (what you your ſe 
dare not dilavow ) that all the Ceremonial and Shadowy thin 
thereof arc now doneaway in Chriſt. And that the Sabbark . 
is one of thoſe Ceremonial and Shadowy things, IT have unde- 
nyably evinced, as from other paſſages of the Scripture,” ſo 
e(pccially from thar Text of Pau, Co7.2. 16, 17. which plainly 
lignificth, that as the difterence of Meats, -and Drinks, and 
the Celebration of Feaſts and New. Moons, ſo alſo the keep- 
ing of the Sabbath was 2 ſhadow of things to come, theBody 
mn Ao is now held forth unto us in Chriſt. 

Pag. 68. As for thar paſlage, Mat. 24. 21. where our Sa- 
viour Chriſt bids his Diſciples pray that their flight might not 
be on the Sabbath day, the wordf plainly intimare, that it 
would be Lawful to flee on that day ( and conſ{cquently that 
the Law concerning the Sabbath would ceaſe, whereby it 
was enjoyned, that no man (hould remwe out 0 f hi tlace on 
the ſeventh day, Exod. 16. 29.) The words (I ay) plainly 
intimate, that it would be Lawtul to flee upon that day, other- 
ways why ſhould they pray, that their. flight might nor'be 
then > Nevertheleſs it would not be expedient, in tharthe un- 
believing Jews, thinking the Sabbath ſtill ro remain, would 
be ready to offer Violence to ſuch as ſhould —_— ro fly ore 
that day. Yea, perhaps the believing Jews themlelves, not 
\underſtanding their own Liberty in Chriſt, bue thinking the 
\Sabbath {ill in force , wory be excecdingly griey A it 

2 they 
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they thould be reduced-ro a Nece:lity cither of Periſhing, or 
of Flying on the Sabbath day. Ot which thing F will iprak 
more anon. - If you Reply, that Chriſt calleth it the Sabbarh 
inrelation rothetimethar ſhould te longatter hisdeath; where- 
as believe that by his dearh zlie <fference of times, in point of 
Holinefs, and conicquently the Qbſervation of the Fabbath,was 
aboliſhed, accordingto the Dodtrine of Bav/, Co. 2. 14. '} An- 
f{wer,:thagthe Scriprure calls the times of the Fewiſh Feaſts after 
che.dcath of C briff, by-the ſame namesthey had formerly. See 
As 12.3. and Chap. 20. 16. when notwithſtanding you your 
ſelf will nor deny, that the Obligation to oblerve thoſe Feaſts, 
bad then'ccaſed: (92517 3-8, "O-S | 
Pag:6g. What needed'the mention of the firſt day. of the 
_ Week, commonly called Simday, when never affirmed, thar 
Chriſt hath left us any Precepr for the Obſeryarion of the fame. 
Howbeit, we have che Praftice of all believing Genriles, down 
from the Apoſtles unto our time, who have unanimouſly and 
conſtantly obſerved the ſame,asbeingrharday,which is in Rev.1. 
called the Lords day; which perpetual Cuſtom of Chriſtians 1s 
ſufficient to-Warranrt our keeping of the Lords day: Whereas 
no ſach' thing can be alledged to juſtifie the obſerving of the 
Seventh-day-Sabbarh. And therefore when yor ſay, that Chr: 
hath ef.tbliſked in his Houſe alt the Mora! Duties of Moſes Houſe, 
itis nothing tothe purpoſe, mileſs youirſt prove, that the keep- 
ing of the Sabbath isa Moral Duty, the contrary whereof, my 
compariſon taken our of cheScripture, doch evince. For Chriſt 
pong as Faithful in the Houſe of God as Ms/es. If irhad been 
is Will that his Diſciples ſhould have ed the Seventh- 
day-Sabbath, he would have exprefly enjoyned t,and not have 
left them-ro gather ic by I know not what uncertain Conſc- 
uences, ſuch as you, and others of your Opinion make uſe of. 
For Moſes openly and frequently-Commanded to rhe I/-ae/ttes 
that they ſhould keep the Seventh-day+Sabbarh. So that your 
proceeding herein 1s juſt hke the dealing of the Papiſt about 
the Popes pretended Ry For when it is Queſtioned 
wherher hebe the Judge of all emergent Controvercys amongſt 
Chriſtians, the Papiſt having no ſuch Precepr from Chriſt in 
the Fcriprue, where Chriſt Ordaineth- the Pope or Bithop of 


Rome, 
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Rome to ſuch Judicature,bring inſtead thereof certain far-f*tch'd. 


probabilirics and conſequences to' prove ir. In like manner you 
when youare urged by me and other Chriftians to fhew where 
Chriſt (who wasas faithful in the Houſe of God as Moſes) hath 
Commanded his followtrs to keep the'Sabljath; alledge Otdi- 
; nanees for other chiztfs, and ſimilitudes, and ſtrains of yout 
own Poerry, and other like impertinetices, without producing 
fo much as one und1ubred Precepr for the ſatne.' But whereas 


you'ſay, that Chriſt hath confirmed all. the Moya! Preceprs of | 


Moſes: Whodeniesit? You ſhould have done well,norto have 
begged the __ in Queſtion, butro haye proved thatrhe Cele: 
bration of che Sabbarh is a Mora/ Duty, 'But-this youhave not 


. LL 


yet been, nor cvcr ſhall be able to'perform 


Pag. 79. That Prnlexcluded the La rrouching che Sevenths Gy 


day-Sabbarh out of the Connſel of God towards baljcving Get 
tiles, is evident,both from his perpetu: Wer tboofitdien $ 
touching ſuch matters {the fret? ercaf your being tin: oa 
to provegdo here,as well aselewhete turn afide ro'impertinen- 
cies) and alſo by his ranking. the Sabbath among ſhadows, 


Col. 2, 16,17: for the (wan 18 of which, nb man-ought + 
(as you, not regarding'his Injundit Fray 5)ro ſadgernd | 


Cenſure othersas Offenders. 


P.zg.8o. I wonderatyour boldnefsto iver.T bat the 4poſtlei'dit | 


own the $abbaths Obſervation,as a great vertue,and atmonifh Chri- 
ftians to beware of the breach thereof as a molt provoking fin';” and 
that this is evident from Mr. 5. 9. where is faid, Whoſgever 


therefore ſhall break one of the leaft of theſe Chinniinigments;* an 


teach men ſo, ſhall be calle! leaff in the Kingdom bf Heaven.” . bs 


here ( or in the whole Chapter ) ſo much as one word of the - 


Sabbaths ; yea dothnor this expreſſion, the = x. of. theſe'Cont- 
mandments, argue that he ſpake of his own | 


differing fromthoſe in rhe Law'? For ſhould you underſtand 


ir' of the Commandments in the Eaw,wouldit nor fram thence * 
— follow, that Chriſtians are bortnd to keep all the : 


Law of Moſes; even to the leaſt Commandment *thereof ; 'So 
that of Chriſtians we muſt all preſently karle) "2a And whe- 
ther this be nor indeed the bottom of your: deſign,” you give 


me too nnxch reaſon to ſuſpeft, as by other expreſſions ct * 
| youre, , 


mmandments:-. 


] (22) 
-yours, ſo eſpecially by that dowa-right Jewiſh Speech af 
yours, p. 25. where you lay that you know no newer Coye- 
nant, than the Covenant of Life and Peace that was made 
with Levy. As for that other Text, from whence you endea- 
vour to-prove, That the Apoſtles did own the Sabbath obſeruati- | 
on «4 a great vertue, namely Luke 23. 56. where itis laid, They / 
refted on the Sabbath, according to the Commandment ? Is here 
. any mention made of the Apoſtles, or of their owning the 
obſervation of the Sabbath, after the death of Chriſt » Is nor 
hat which is here ſpoken. of the Commandment, meant of the 
Commandment in the Law > Whicl the godly Jewiſh Women 
here ſpoken of, knew not to be aboliſhed; as neither did the 
believing Jews in general a long time after, as you may (ee, 
Ats 21. 25 where the Apoltle Zames faith to Paul, Thou ſeef, 
Brother, how many thouſands of Jews there are that believe, and 
they are all Zealos of the Law. Bur as for any Commandmenc 
of Chriſt about the Sabbath, you do nor alledge any ſuch our 
of the Gupe (there being none) bur inſtead.thereot bring 
uncertain Conſequences © | 
(Zag B3. In this P your Judaiſm again breaks forth, and 
lai » fun patenr ie {elt, when yon tell us, that Moſes Writings 
were then ( namely, whicn that Decree, Atts 15. 28, 29. was 
made) efteemed: the moſt ſaggy Rule for true Believers. 
Which words of yours arc dureCtly oppoſite beth tothe. Epi- 
TOI TED Ea oh 
e luch as the Diſciples that thoy ought to keep 
the Law ), ns the words of Chriſt himliclf, Mat. 28. 29. 
- Teaching them to obſerve not whatſoever Moles, but whatfoever 
Chrift bad commanded them. Yea, your words make the Law 
more Rightcous than the Goſpel; for if the Law. be the mo# 
Righteous Rulcor Believers, chere is noother Rule ſo Righte- 
es as it, aud conſequently the Rule of che Golpe] muſt: ltpop 
tothe Law. By this may calily be perceived whagtherendency 
Dodtri d haw by thoſe goodly words of Gods 
|; hc rye ag” the Sabbath day, and the like, you go 


It 


(23) | 

it doth. fo, fully and cxaRly derermine the buſineſs touching \ 

the Ceremonility of the Sevench-day-Sabbath, that ic is a 

wonder how any man profciling, himſelf a Chriſtian, and to + 

own the Authoricy of the New Teſtament, ſhould make any 

ſcruple of this matter. And you your (el ſufficiently thew by 

your many turningsand windings in putting oft this Portion of - 

Scripture, that you could by no means abide the force rhere- 

of.<+For when it is ſaid, ver. 2. One man believes he may eat all 

things, another being weak , eats herbs. Doth not this clearly: 

imply, that.the dittexence of Meats formerly obleryed accord- 

ing to the will of God, whether before or atter the Law, dorh - 

now ccaſc? For that there was diftinftion between clean and 

unclean Beaſls and Fowls,. before the Law ; and that by: the: 

approbatioa of the Lord God himſelf, is apparent from Gen.28. 

29. Alſo that by c/ean Bcaſts and Fowls,, are meant fuch as 

may Lawfully be catcn; by unclean ſuch as may nor, is evi- 

dent from Lev. 11. 3,4, 46,47: So that if your Exceprioncon- 

ceraing days, were true, namely,; that the fifſch Verſe meane- 

of: ſuch days only as were Ordaincd to be kept Holy under: 

the Law,and not ofthe Sabbath,which wasInſttored before rhe 

| Law; I might by the ſame Reaſon ſay. as much of Meats, 

namely, that the Apoſtle mcaneth ſuch a difference of Mrats-. 

as Was introduced by the Law: fo tharſtill thoſe Meats remain 

unclcan to us Chriſtians, which were by God himſelt-called*: 

unclear before the Law, and they ( it is likely ) were as many 

if not the very ſame with thoſe under the Law. And there- \3 

fore by this Kind of Arguing * we are not ſure of having at-- \ 

tained any Liberty in this kind by means of Chriſt. Yeu: 

rh#ay by this ſee how abſurd your exceptions-arc,& rhatas the : 

dlreae of Meats, whether-in Relation to the Will of God - 

before or after the Law, is now taken away ; ſo in like man- 

ner the difference of days, and _therefare that none is by the * 

Commandment of Ged 4 be now eſtcerged more Holy than 

another.For the Apoſtle plainly affirmerh(wirhout reprehending * 

it) that one man efteemeth every day althe,and that hewhich efeem- - 

eth not one day above another eſteemeth it not unto the-Lord;- Bur 

you have yet another-exception, and thar more ſtrange than + 

the former, for you ſay, that by every day: the: Apgfile only arr 
tend'y< 


(24) 

tends every one of the fix daies, becauſe, Exod. 16. 4. (whieh is 
the fir# placewhere-this expreſſion occurrethYwhen the Lord faith, 
the people ſhall go out togather a certain rate every day, there is 
meant every one of the fix daies. But-I pray you ell me why, 
when you cited-this out of -Exodus you would not take fo 
much pains to conſult the Hebrew Texc, - you having skill in 
that Language » Or, if-that ſeemed too painful, why you did 
not caſt you eye upon what the T ranflators ſer in the Mar- 
gent? For:they there tell you, that the words in'Hebrew are, 
the- portion. of a'day in its day,which being ſo, your exception, that 
by every day; Rom.:I4. 5. is meant only every one of the ſox 
daies of the Work, hath nor ſo muchas any'colourable 
pon | from” the aforefai ue. in _ and con- 

equently as' your . Exception ' was ' but a meer evaſion to my 
| {rom theaforefaid Text of the Apoſtle ir —4 
maing invincible, namely, rhat not only the difference of 
Mears, bur alſorke difference of. daics, -is, ( as to any Lawof 
jor now taken away, and. accordingly they are'bur weak | 
and ill informed Believers, who think theObligation of the 


Scventh-day-Sabbath doth: ſtill remaia. 


